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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claims 13-18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 

r 

applicant regards as the invention. The claims are indefinite because it lacks 

■ 

antecedent basis as claim 10, from which claims 13-18 depend, does not recite steps 1 
through 5. Also, the claims are improper dependent claims, as they fail to further limit 
the scope of the claim. It is improper for a dependent claim to remove, rather than add, 
limitations to the claimed invention. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1-3 and 5-1 1 and 13-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Carlberg in view of Ashman. Carlberg discloses a teaching device 
comprising a toy having a head and torso, and indicia at selected locations 
corresponding to pertinent locations on a person's body for teaching procedures related 
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to the body. Carlberg fails to disclose indicia relating to meridian and chakra points. 
Ashman discloses in Figure 1 and in the specification an aid for teaching chakra 
concepts comprising a head and torso, and indicia relating to charka points on the body. 
. Meridian points are considered to be an obvious variation on the teachings of Ashman. 
It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the relevant art to modify the 
device of Carlberg by providing chakra indicia as disclosed by Ashman for the purpose 
of teaching the user about chakra points. With respect to claims 2 and 3, the additional 
claimed indicia locations are considered to be obvious variations on the disclosure of 
Carlberg as viewed in combination with Ashman. With respect to claims 2 and 3, the 

r 

claimed configurations are also considered to be obvious variations on the disclosure of 
Carlberg as viewed in combination with Ashman. With respect to claims 7 and 8, the 
indicia of Carlberg are both tactile and visual. With respect to claim 10, the indicia of 
Carlberg inherently have some color. 

Claim 4 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Carlberg 
in view of Ashman, and further in view of Ehrenpreis. Carlberg as viewed in 
combination with Ashman discloses all of the claimed limitations with the exception of 
the use of a stuffed animal. This feature is known in the art, as disclosed for example 
by Ehrenpreis. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the relevant art to 
modify the device of Carlberg as viewed in combination with Ashman by providing a 
stuffed animal for the purpose of enhancing the attractiveness of the device to a child. 

Claims 10, 11 and 14-20 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Carlberg in view of Ashman, and further in view of Ehrenpreis. 
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Carlberg as viewed in combination with Ashman discloses or suggests all of the claimed 
limitations with the exception of the step of ascertaining the nature and intensity of a 
subject's discomfort. Cain discloses a method of demonstrating the nature and intensity 
of a subject's discomfort by ascertaining this information, and then locating the points on 
a model of the human body. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
relevant art to modify the device of Carlberg as viewed in combination with Ashman by 
providing a step of ascertaining the nature and intensity of a subject's discomfort for the 
purpose of more directly targeting the proper areas to focus on. Both Carlberg and 
Ashman are considered to disclose the step of teaching a user in medical procedures 
using a toy or model of the body. With respect to claim 1 1 , determining a particular 
sequence is considered to be obvious variations on the disclosed prior art. Claims 13- 
18 fail to further limit the invention, as discussed above. With respect to claim 19, 
Carlberg discloses a doll. With respect to claim 20, the indicia of Carlberg inherently 
have some color. 

* 

Allowable Subject Matter 

Claim 12 is objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, but 
would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of the 
base claim and any intervening claims. 

The following is a statement of reasons for the indication of allowable subject 
matter: The prior art fails to disclose or suggest a method having each of the claimed 
method steps. While the prior art discloses various methods of use for toys in relation 
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to educational teaching, and Ashman in particular discloses a method relating to charka 
points, the specific steps of claim 12, when taken as a whole, are not suggested. 

Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. Stump, Ray, Coomansingh, Smith-Whitley, Summerville, Kling, 
Neuschatz and Porter disclose various dolls and toys for use in teaching about medical 
concerns. Anderer, Weiner, Kaufman and Riggs disclose various methods of holistic 
healing. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Kurt Fernstrom whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
4422. The examiner can normally be reached on M, T, Th 9:30-6:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Gene Kim can be reached on 571 272-4463. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 



I 



Application/Control Number: 10/604,647 



Page 6 



Art Unit: 3711 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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